REMARKS 

Claims 1-35 are now pending in the application. Claims 1-3, 6, 11, 12, 14, 17-19, 
22, 2, 27 and 32 are rejected. Claims 4, 5, 7-10, 13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, 28-31 
and 33-35 are objected to. The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and 
withdraw the rejection(s) in view of the amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 11, 17, 18, 22 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Anderson (U.S. Pat. No. 6,499,016). This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

In order to more fully distinguish Applicant's invention, claim 1 1 has been 
amended to include, in part, "perform speech recognition on the annotations based on a 
plurality of focused speech recognition lexica that respectively relate to media capture 
activities ." Moreover, claim 18 presently includes "recognizing the user speech with a 
speech recognizer of the device employing a focused speech recognition lexicon 
relating to the media capture activity ." Anderson does not disclose these features. 

Anderson is generally directed toward a method for automatically storing and 
presenting digital images based on at least one speech field and at least one text based 
field (Abstract). The step of "processing the image files by translating the voice 
annotations into text annotation" is performed after the step of "uploading the data to a 
server for processing." (Column 5 Lines 7-10) Therefore, all recognition and translation 
is performed on a server located remotely from the media device. Anderson does 
disclose that if the digital camera is provided with sufficient memory and processing 
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power, then the voice recognition could be performed on the camera to translate the 
voice annotations into text (Column 6 Lines45-49). Adding memory and processing 
power to a media device is costly. 

In contrast, the present invention in claims 11 and 18 discloses a method of 
"inserting tags by voice of a user of a media capture device immediately before, during, 
and/or immediately after a media capture activity." (Paragraph 14) The method is 
performed on the media device and minimizes the amount of additional memory and 
processing power necessary. Applicant teaches using a plurality of focused speech 
recognition lexica. Focused lexica are limited to include media capture activities 
performed by a particular device. Therefore, focused lexica do not include a full speech 
recognition lexica. Applicant's focused Lexica can be predefined by a user or provided 
by a supplier of the device. (Paragraph 16) Furthermore the lexicons of focused lexica 
can be related to particular users of the particular device. (Paragraph 18) The focused 
lexica can also be used to retrieve and view stored data on the device itself. (Paragraph 
23) Anderson does not disclose these features. 

At best, Anderson discloses categorizing the annotations spoken about the 
image. The categories are then used for properly displaying the annotations on a 
website. (Column 6 Lines 24-30) This is not the same as providing focused lexica for 
speech recognition purposes used to tag capture media on the media device. 

Accordingly, Anderson fails to teach every element of claims 11 and 18. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection. 
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Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §103 

Claims 1-3, 6, 12 14, 19, 27, and 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Anderson, in view of Li et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,397,181). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The teachings of Li are generally directed toward databases for voice annotating 
and retrieving digital media content (Field of the Invention). Li's teachings are 
implemented as "computer programs" not as software residing on a media device. 
(Abstract) Li does not show, teach, or suggest using a focused speech recognition 
lexica in order to reduce the amount of memory and processing power required to 
implement voice annotation and retrieval of media content on a media device. 

At best Li discloses using BNF Grammar or a formal language to voice or speech 
annotate the media content. (Column 4 Lines 54-67) The set of grammar rules can be 
characterized to a specific topic or a speaker/narrator. These characterizations are 
applied to annotations not tags of the media content. This thereby limits the annotations 
of the media content not the tags associated with the media content. Therefore, even if 
combined, Li and Anderson do not teach a plurality of focused speech recognition lexica 
used for tagging captured media on a media device. 

Claims 2, 3, and 6 are dependent on claim 1 and for the reasons set forth above, 
distinguish over the cited art. Claims 12 and 14 are dependent on claim 11 and for the 
reasons set forth above, distinguish over the cited art. Claims 19, 27, and 32 are 
dependent on claim 18 and for the reasons set forth above, distinguish over the cited 
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art. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejections. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant would like to thank the Examiner for favorable consideration of claims 
4, 5, 7-10, 13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31, and 33-35 which were indicated as 
allowable if rewritten in independent form. Applicant reserves the right to rewrite any or 
all of claims 4, 5, 7-10, 13, 15, 16, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31, and 33-35 at a later date 
as needed. 
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Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

GAS:LNG:mhe 



Respectfully submitted, 





Gregory A0T3to6bs 
Reg. No. 28,764 
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